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CDPR Response — Comment Letter 7

Please see Master Response 5
Please see Master Response 2
Please see Master Response 5

Please see Master Response 1
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(213) 384-8322
BERT D. GREENBERG (RETIRED)

Los ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90010-2344

August 13, 2007

VIA U.S. MAIL

Tina Robinson

California Department of Parks and Recreation
8885 Rio San Diego Drive, Suite 270

Southern Service Center

San Diego, California 92108

RE: Proposed Santa Susanna Pass State Historic
Park Development

Dear Ms. Robinson:

[ am writing this letter to voice my concern regarding the proposed development of
campgrounds, restrooms, and kiosks proposed for the Santa Susanna Pass State Historic Park.
My home is adjacent to the park and I can tell you first hand of the problems that I already have
witnessed as well as those that I see occurring if development proceeds as planned.

Without the development, we already deal with vandals, gangs and vagrants who make
the mountains as well as the adjacent Chatsworth Park a focal point of their activity. There is
graffiti on our signage in our neighborhood and the park’s mountains that has yet to be
addressed. The resources of both our city and state do not allow for adequate patrolling of our
area let alone the additional resources that would be needed should campsites be made available.

I have experienced the fires of 2005. They have burned to my property line. I pay higher
homeowner’s insurance because of my proximity to the park. I have also experienced the winds
of Chatsworth. I am unable to obtain other insurance as my property is deemed to be in a high
fire zone. Campsites in the Santa Susanna Park will be disastrous. Naivete’ is the only
explanation in thinking that this would be a reasonable idea. Simple notices posted at kiosks
will not deter people from lighting up or littering as they do now.

The Santa Susanna Pass State Historic Park sits on the edge of the Los Angeles and
Ventura counties. Both the Los Angeles Police and County Sheriffs lightly patrol us. Who would
patrol the campsites and restrooms on a regular basis? Might these buildings become
congregation points for the homeless, sexual predators and gangs in the area?

Finally, we are often under the misconception that by deing something we will
necessarily improve it. As stated on its government website, “ the park offers panoramic views
of the rugged natural landscape as a striking contrast to the developed communities nearby.”
Campsites, restrooms and kiosks are not part of a natural landscape. Please stop improving our




PAGE
INTENTIONALLY
LEFT
BLANK



Santa Susana Pass State Historic Park GP/EIR
Comment Letter 7

parks in this way.
7-4
(cont’d

Those citizens that want to experience nature come regardless of the amenities.

Sincerely yours,

2

MARTIN SIMONE
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Please see Master Response 1, No campsites are proposed at the south
end of the Park

Please see Master Response 3

Please see Master Response 4

Please see Master Response 5

Please see Master Response 2

Please see Master Response 3

Please see Master Response 5

The existing air quality would not be affected by the facilities
proposed in the General Plan. A permanent restroom facility would
have less odor than a chemical toilet, which could be placed on site at
any time for health and safety. Please see Master Response 5

Please see Master Response 5

Please see Master Response 7

Please see Master Responses, 1, 3, & 4. It is the intention of CDPR to
balance the needs of the existing and future Park users while working
with adjacent property owners.

Please see Master Response 3 and 8-11. Additionally, population and
housing growth is a common issue in California. Park staff working
on the General Plan include professional planners and land use
experts.

Please see Master Response 5. A new ranger was recently assigned to
patrol SSPSHP.

The guidelines were created to enhance the goals in the General Plan.
These are meant to provide park staff with a framework for managing
the Park. The adjacent property owners on Lilac Lane are in favor of
the Preferred Alternative of the General Plan. This letter and it’s
responses are shown and answered jointly with the Anderson letter
since they have the same content.
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Tina Robinson, Environmental Coordinator August 16, 2007
California Department of Parks and Recreation Page 10f3
Southern Service Center

8885 Rio San Diego Drive, Suite 270

San Diego, CA 92108

Dear Ms. Robinson,

This letter is in response to the PROPOSED SANTA SUSANA PASS STATE HISTORIC PARK GENERAL PLAN
developments. First | want to THANK YOU for taking the time to listen to my concemns, and to read my letter. | have read
your report in detail & attended some of the public meetings. As many others, | am a concerned resident. | live directly
across the street from a proposed secondary access point. Andora Ave. & see a lot of what currently happens here!
Specifically, | do not want the development of campsites, restrooms or parking lots at the Andora Ave

(Lassen/Baden/Valley Circle) entrance! Please do not ADD anything to the Andora Ave access point!

My comments/concerns are listed in no particular order. | would propose that there be “no project” & that this great
natural resource be left in its naturally progressing state, with weed obtainment for fire prevention only & litter removal. In
the Executive Summary (page i) you indicate that your purpose is to “preserve’, etc. [f this is the case, then why are you
destroying nature by adding parking areas, 100 sq ft restroom structures/buildings, etc?

Personally, | would like the Andora Ave “secondary access” peint closed off, and relocate all public access to one primary
entrance, which | am in hopes will be at Chatsworth Park South from Dewvonshire. | am in hopes that COPR can work
collaboratively with Santa Susana State Park with this request. IF the Andora Ave secondary access point remains as is
(open) & | believe that it will continue this way, then at least the newly installed gate should be locked at sundown &
recpened in the moring by your facilities dept. This will help deter after hours visitors. If the state does not have
resources to lock & unlock the gate, | will happily volunteer to do it...for FREE! | just would need a key. Currently, this
is not happening and people come and go at all hours. This is confirmed in your report on page 43 — Secondary Access 2
— Existing Conditions & Issues. — “unauthorized after hours use & certain favared party spots.” To me, this equals gangs,
graffiti. vandalism, theft. burglary from motor vehicles. etc.  Although closing the gate might deter visitors, | realize that it
may not stop the problem. See photo example A from the recently closed off gate @ Jeffery Mark.

‘With the descriptions in your plan, | believe this will influence visitation, More visitors =

= Increased traffic/organized group hikes. Qur “broken” Andora Ave & the summounding streets are already in
need of resurfacing, which has been delayed several time already by the city. We do not need more traffic. See
photo example D. which is directly in front of the Andora Ave secondary access point. People already speed
up and down this area quite often. A parking lot will encourage more visitors & speeding vehicles. Andora Ave
is one way in....and one way cut! We don't need extra vehicles, and | don't want to be looking at a view of
a parking lot!!!! Increased traffic = increased probability of accidents, See photo example E taken on
6/1/06. These were alffegedly (under age) drunk gang members who had been drinking at Chatsworth
park. These photos are of my personal home, . directly across the street from the Andora Ave secondary
enfrance! If you need additional information on this, please contact LAPD Devonshire Division Gang Unit,
or contact me.

+ Increased risk of fire, endangering our homes & surrounding structures! We have had very little rain this year
& who knows what the future brings! People do not respect the posted “no smoking” signs. Most of which are
so faded. no-one would notice them anyway. See photo examples B. If you need a reminder of the haorible
fire experience that we all had in 2003, | invite you to visit website -
http:/fware youtube comiwatch?v=0mBg2DSjchM. If hikers or (if passed. campers) & domestic animals are
stranded during a fire, who will perform and who pay for their attempted rescuelretrieval? My taxes are
already high enough. for services that are barely satisfactory. How will people be treated that are exposed to
Paison Ivy?

. Increased noise. . at all times of the day & night.

. Raises privacy, security & safety concerns. (FY| - we have installed a home surveillance system due to the
increased vandalism that our neighborhood has seen. Soif you stop by our home, smile... you will be on
camera!)

. Encourages vandals. This is already an unresclved problem, although the LAPD Devenshire Division has
done a great job helping to reduce the problem.

. Invites Vagrants/Homeless people. They already make our parks & mountains their homes with their
shopping carts, trash. etc. The Santa Susana Wash almost always has trash in it, not to mention standing
water, A breeding ground for mosquitoes, . or West Nile Virus!

. Graffiti taggers & gangs...our community already suffers from this problem as well as vandalism. |'ve been a
victim. As reported by the LAPD in a Basic Car meeting #17A23, graffiti in our areais on the rise! See
photo examples C. All photos have been taken within the park or within a short distance from the park.
Additional photos are available through me, if needed. The West Valley Alliance. a free local graffiti removal
service through the city of LA was previously able to remove graffiti within 48 hours, Mow it takes about 10
business days or longer. The faster it is removed, the less likely taggers are to return as advised by the LAPD.
What are you going to do to preserve & maintain the historical sites & prevent graffiti and vandalism &
preserve our security and privacy? Taggers love to display their “artwork™ on buildings (i.e. interiors/exteriors
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of restrooms, trees, signs, kiosks, educational sighage, walls, etc). On page 31 of Existing Conditions and
Issues 2 (Secondary access) you show a "Histeric Structure.” It has painted over graffiti on the top of the
Structure/metal part. Same goes for your photo on page 32 “Railroad Tunnel.” Same goes for page 39
“Interpretive trailhead kiosks adjacent to Chatsworth Park South.” All are just proof of our ongoing problem and
challenge. How can this be prevented? This is not a part of nature! The tunnel in particular, always has
trash in or around it... .often there are cans of used spray paint that the graffiti taggers littered with & many
other items too!

Poorer air quality. As stated on pg. 16 — Existing Conditions 2 of your report, “the park often has poor air
quality.” Meore visitors = more pollution, & a reduced quality of life. Not to mention the smell of added
restrooms!

More litter. Basic park maintenance is already at minimal levels, if any. See photo examples F. My
husbandé& | clean the park at street level & inside the fence at Andora Ave... almost every weekend. If people
leave trash/itter or food behind on their hikes, it will encourage the native animals to become dependent on
people & continue to enter our neighborhoods. This puts humans as well as domestic pets in danger. Not to
mention the native animals too! They will leave their natural habitats to ream our neighborhoods. Coyotes
love to feast on domestic animals. Adding structures as restrooms, etc. may confuse wildlife to take up a
new home... snakes. etc. This is not a natural habitat. This equals an unbalanced eco system.

Environmental impacts, including feces contamination from dogs. See photo examples G, All photos
(and more are available thru me) were taken within the Santa Susana Pass State Historic Park. The pet
owners are not responsible. They do not pick up after their dogs. and they let their dogs run off-leash.

Isn't there a leash law? | know that there is.._but it is not enforced here! How do you plan to address
these problems? Signs won't work, but | bet fines would! Why is this acceptable in a State Park? Dogs run
loose thru our histeric park on a daily basis & on Andora Ave. as well. | donot lock forward to the day that cne
of the speeding motorists AGAIN, hits a innocent animal due to lack of responsibility of its owner/s. Cne
person, (who | will only refer to as: John Doe) lost their dog who was not on a leash...and later found it dead in
a “meadow.” This is a danger to domestic animals. How do you plan to address this on-going problem?
Educational signage will not work......people are just not respectiul.

Cther negative environmental impacts that your plan & proposed recreational activities will create, include but not limited to
might be: endangering plants & wildlife (approximately 391 have been identified per your report) within the park, quality of
life/health to all living things, horse droppings in the street (we end up cleaning the street with the “free fertilizerl”) A task that
we would rather not have to do. | really wonder why people think that it is Ok to leave droppings in a beautiful park like

this, when so much education & focus has been put on picking up after our pets. When we guestion pet owners about this,
they often get offended and rude to us.

Encourages digging for artifacts or kids/people digging to make “jumps” for bicyclists.

Aesthetic impacts/Distorted views of nature. Construction of structures (i.e. restrooms) & parking areas will
disrupt the natural appearance and views in our neighborhood & community. This would have a significant
negative impact on our community, reduce property values, and cause adverse environmental impacts. Your
plan states this will be “reduced.” (not removed). We don’t want it reduced....it just should not happen! |
don't believe that you have tested the soil for contamination from Rocketdyne yet. If you have, is radlation
present? If yes, what makes you think that you can safely proceed with your plan? Ewven if the soil is not
contaminated, the construction dust alone would be bothersome, not to mention heavy equipmentrucks driving
on our sireets that are already in poor condition.

Encouragement of Lewd Acts. This problem was reported happening in the parking lots of Chatsworth Park
& Mason Park in an LAPD Neighborhood Watch Basic Car #17A23 meeting @ St John Eudes church. People
that live in their mobile homes, vans, cars, etc. & park at the parks. were approaching children as well. | won't
go into more detail. Your report indicates that most park visitors come within a 10 mile radius. In Chatsworth
alone, there are 20 registered sex offenders. Here is the website link if you care to see the details,
http:fheraw.city-data.com/soz/soz-91311 html. Keep in mind....a 10 mile radius will increase this number
drastically. Bythe way. | found a used condom in the park on a recent visithike! This Is Just another
example of why | don’t want a parking lot across the street from my home! Mot to mention that
Chatsworth is the Porn Movie capitol of the country. If you don't believe me, search or google the internet with
the question — *Is Chatsworth, Ca the pomn capital of the country?”
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A few other comments/concerns that | have include the following:

Your report on page 15 — Existing Conditions and Issues 2 {Secondary Access) — indicates that this area “consists
mainly of open spaces and low-to medium density residential neighborhoods”, Hawve you not noticed that we are a
growing community? Ve don't need more visitors from that 10 mile radius you refer to in the same section!  Within
that 10 mile radius, new residential construction is booming & population is increasing! Some locations include
Topanga Cyn @ Chatsworth St., Topanga Cyn @ Plummer, Baden/Farralone. Porter Ranch, top of Topanga (above
118 fwy), and the list goes on. Of those of you who put the report & General Plan together, how many of you
actually live and/or work in our inity of Chat th?

What are the details of how you plan to adequately mange, maintain & provide security to this park in regards to all
concerns listed above? Especially after hours. Currently, we have minimal. if any, patrol by rangers. Our Peace Officers
are working with a reduced staff & reduced resources. Are we ever going to get a full time. on-site park ranger? Thisis a
large area for one person to patrol, but anything will help. Do you have the rescurces, staff and financing to protect us &
what will the enforcement be? How are rules going to be enforced? Signs don't work!

It seems like there is already a lack of management and delay of our resources.

In general, your report indicates stated GOALS in “The Plan 3 — Minimal Impact” section, but it does not explain how they
will be reached or maintained&ept, in the guidelines.

In this letter, | speak mainly of the secondary access of Andora Ave. My concerns are the same for the secondary
access on Lilac Lane.

In closing, | hope that you can put yourself in my position and those of the other concemed neighbors & fulfill cur
requests. We have been through so much sadness as a community... . .fires, vandalism, theft {(even of an American Flag.
holiday decerations, lamp posts, etc)....... all of which | was a victim of,..... as well as may of my neighbors. Our
community is also dealing with proposed new residential over-developments on a somewhat regular basis. This is just to
name a few.

A hard copy of this will be delivered via Fed Ex to you on Monday, Aug. 20, 2007.

Thank you again for your time.
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CDPR Response — Comment Letter 9

Thank you for your support and working with CDPR to resolve your
concerns at Lilac Lane and within the Park.

Alternatives 1 and 2 have been dropped from further consideration.
Protection of the Park’s resources was foremost in consideration of
the Goals, Guidelines, and Management Zones within SSPSHP.
CDPR will work with Park volunteers for many different functions
including the protection of native plant communities. Again, thank
you for your support and cooperative efforts to make the General Plan
balanced between community and statewide needs. Park resource
interpretation will be emphasized as future facilities are approved and
constructed.

Please see Master Response 2

Please see Master Response 6
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By e-mail

Dear WMs, Robinson,

9 live on Lilac Lane and have been very concerned about the pm'é ﬁ[m/opmem‘ and the affect that
it may have ufon the environment and upon our 7uaﬁ'@ of life and perxona/ mﬁ’@. 9 have attended
several, puéﬂ'c meetings and have  given much input and feedback to the /mré ﬁ/eparﬁmnf'x

representatives. J am p/eam/ to olbserve that we have been heard and that many of our concerns

hﬂf/ﬂ éeen ﬂﬂ/ﬁ[f'ﬂ.ﬂ'ﬂ&{

In a nutshell, Figure 5 yﬁowinﬂ the "Preferved Plan" is a jreafxo/uﬁon for all and 9 ENcourage you
to supfoort this well fﬁmgﬁf out p/an. 9t makes excellent use of the land for the /auéﬁc'x enjoyment

while maintaining respect and. sensitivity for the neiy%arirg communities, The pﬁmnerx seem to
have found a "win-win" scenario. The "Preferred Plan" is indeed /Jreﬂ’rrea(/ Go for it!

On the other hand, Figure 6, "Alternative Management Zone”, Alternatives t and 2 (. ex/yecia@
2!) have no sensitivity whatsoever to all the @iﬁmafe concerns érozgﬁf to the attention of the parév
ﬁé/mrfmenf @ ney%oriry communities. Alternatives 1 and 2 create muﬁ‘ip[e ﬁéznjer.v to local,
taxpaying citizens who should not have to  give up their own quaﬁ‘@ of life or mfe@ in order to make
this land available fo the puéﬁc. Please scrap these poor@ executed allernatives.

Now for the not so in a nut shell. In fact. the  you couldn’t fit this in a watermelon! But /J/eme read
on. 9 have questions.

First 9 want to app/au/ any all efforts as outlined in the p/an for:

®  Protecting native p/am‘ communities (9 pm‘ona@ will voluntaer for seed collection
for @méiry and removing noxious, invasive weeds and ﬁel?y [rromote the curfaiﬁ‘rg
of, /Jémﬁnﬂ invasive sprecies in our communities.]

*  Preserving and,| [rotecting our ‘wetlands" (Such as it is!)

o Habitat restoration for wildlife ( Y’arﬁcu/ar@ the en&@emenf of biocorridors for
easy passage for ényer animals and the aﬁ’ycour@inj of suburban infrastructare,)

o  Exotic animal control (Qon't worty about the cats, as /ory the /mré will not
decrease the coyote po/m/aﬁon fﬁ@ Wtake care that!)
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Preserving arcﬁeo@im/ sites (¢ ﬁewfopiry a ‘nondestructive, nonimpactive and
safe éarm‘rg environment " is éey fo 67'1‘@1‘@ awareness to the puéﬁ‘c about the
importance of the ﬁi)‘fory of this area and our rex/;omiéiﬁ@ to "tread @5@ ")

*  Limiting /ijﬁf ﬁo/[uﬁon (We could use some @ﬁf po/[uﬁan control on Lilac Lane
foo! %rﬁa/n‘ You could ﬁe/p some of our neyﬁéom to be more sensitive to this

issue.)

o Additional land acquisition

o Limiting Wemyﬁf camping (Wise move éeepinﬂ cam/ajroum[v out of the
"Cougar Condo” feeaﬁnj ﬂramwﬁ" and more imporfan@ out of the wind tunmel
ﬁﬁ'rec@ up Lo our homes! Thank, you very much for ﬁ'xfeninj to our fearful voices,)

encourage you, as the plan is put into action, to give these all important environmental issues as
9 age y fﬁp/ fut into action, to g th /f/yfaf tal’

much if not more [riority and| ﬁmﬁﬁ'nﬂ than may be  given to the ﬁﬁzwfofymenf of human
comveniences, After all, what will this paré become if access to an uneducated puéﬁ‘c is enhanced and
encoumgw/ without the forotection of the land and the [precious arcﬁeo/oyica/ sites?

There are a few concerns and/or questions that 9 still have with the pro/;oxea/ ”/Jreﬁrre/ ' p/an,

Tﬁ@ are:

Fire! Even with the mmpjrounﬁﬁ' éeinj located where fﬁ@ are on the preﬁrm/ p/an,
one cannot ﬁe/p but be concerned about five in our /ﬂnﬂemuy, often wina@ 535 risk
area. What will be done to insure that campqrouna/ rules for use of fire are éemq
monitored and enforced? Smoéey the Bear /oem 't live here and this is the rmjﬁ’

bi iggest concern of everyone,

Fire! Guideline 8 on fage 12 [impacf @ ﬁmﬁﬂﬁfery and their equipmenf] worries me,
Please do nofﬁirff/ to aé/a\y, obstruct or hinder our ﬁre@ﬁfm from profecﬁrzg us and
saving our homes!)

Fire! Guideline 3 on [p4ge 12 says that the foof print of the "buffer zone" will be outside
the paré boundaries, How does this imﬁacf our perxona/ pmﬂer@? Who will maintain
these buffer zones?

Fire! "Controlled burns,” Need 9 say more? Yes 9 do. We all understand the fﬁeory

behind the controlled burn, However, 9 am a firm believer in “human error” and we

have witnessed these controlled burns z’mic@ fuminj disastrous m‘jrem‘ and fmgic
per.vona/ loss to the pué/ic. The wind condifions in the Santa Susarna area have been
cﬁanvqinvq and the traditional ”winﬁé/ season” of October is no ﬂquer reliable, (Global
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9.4 warmmj perﬁa/ﬁ?] The conditions here can cﬁanqe in a heartheat afam/ time of year
(cont’d) and. any efforts in b m;ﬁnq underbrush with confroﬂéﬂ/ burns .wm/a& soum[v nuts, 9
mmﬁ)re you to work c/oyeﬁ4 with the local fire authorities who Mue a éeffer

um/er_vfam/ ing of our very J/yeciﬁc local weather condifions.

o Campjroum& 9 was not aéé to find much of a ﬁ/mﬂpﬁon of the cam/ymunﬁ[ Most
of us are 0/7/70;8/ fo ouerm‘jﬁf camping for the above mentioned /Jroéfem.v reluted to
ﬁre. Other concerns would be transient use and loud, par%aem‘. Noéo@ wants to (ee/;
re.vpomiéﬂz ﬁzmif es from enjoying the pm'é And the /yreﬁrm/ does m‘cejoé af
froﬂﬁonmﬂ the campﬂrounﬁﬁ Will this 10mf usage " with L. 2, coum‘q allow those
affected most ézz/ the cam/aqroum& anﬁ/ qafewaw fﬁe abili fu fo have /aw enforcement
qef involved i mfﬁer than ﬁ/ pem/ on a /mré ranger who is nof qomq to acfuaﬂz} be on site

- mucﬁ the time or even cﬁm’ @7

- o Wildlife fprotection and "exotic animal control” 9¢ is important that naturs’s checks
and balances are éf;/yf in order. Will there ever be cqyofe extermination frogram of
any kind? Or other animals an uneﬁ/ucafe/. public may consider '?l/anj/eroux " such the
bobeat? We need our local wild canines and | ﬁﬂ‘ne.v fo @e/) our rodent /wpu/aﬁon
under control, And all those fem/ cats too! Also, how does one control the invasion of
the cowbird? (No éi/ﬁﬁry, 9 'ﬁ/ﬂ%@ like to know! 9 love our finches!)

o "Habitat modification” Qust what would that entail?

o "Enhance the wetlands" Just what would that entail? We are also concerned about the
contamination 0fjr0un/ water and the surface water af our pan/ @ the old
Rocéefﬁ@ne test site, Will the '/yuéﬁ‘c be warned about a .pam‘é/e a/myer to their petr @

- @ry term Mnéfry or swiniming this water?

Thank you W, Robinson for ' your careful mm@rix of our concerns for the local environment and
for our perxorm/ mﬁ@. Again, I want to corymfu/afe the p/mmm for their sincere effort to design
o win-win situntion with the "Preferred Plan" that is so very preﬁ’méﬂe!

Sincere@,

Ma@ C. Rartmill
7897 Lilac Ln.
Simi Va[@, CA 93063
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10-1 Thank you for your continuing interest in the Park and support for the
Preferred Alternative of the General Plan
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August 3, 2007

Tina Robinson, Environmental Coordinator
California Department of Parks and Recreation
Southern Service Center

8885 Rio San Diego Drive, Suite 270

San Diego, CA 92608

Dear Ms. Robinson:

I have gone over the Preliminary General Plan/ DEIR for the Santa Susana Pass State
Historic Park in detail. It is an extremely well-researched and clearly-presented
document. It is evidence of a very professional and well-directed staff effort. The
development team is to be commended. ;

I have lived within a mile of this site for the past 42 years and am happy to see that the
unique historic elements of the area will be preserved and protected, along with the
existing wildlife corridor.

I agree with the spudy’s conclusion that the “Preferred Plan” would most benefit those of
us who wilt uge the Park.

Resident of Chatsworth since 1965.

|looss Grersen Ave.
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